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DETAILED ACTION 
Status of the Claims 

1 . This action is in response to tine amendment filed on October 1 , 2008. Claims 1-21 
are pending. Claims 1, 8 and 15 are amended. Claims 1-21 are examined. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed October 1 , 2008 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

In response to the applicant's arguments that Alumbaugh (., US 6,442,592 B1) 
fails to teach "said submitting said log in information further comprises submitting said 
log in information over an Intranet link, and wherein said intranet link is separate from 
the Internet", the examiner respectfully disagrees. Alumbaugh clearly teaches the log in 
information is submitted over an intranet link 114 within the intranet 110, wherein the 
intranet link 114 and the intranet 1 10 is separate from the internet 104 (see column 3 
lines 32-62 and Fig. 1). 

The applicant argues that Immerman (6,785,721 B1) fails to teach obtain a 
privilege level for editing a web oaae as claimed in claims 6, 13 and 20. The examiner 
believes that Immerman teaches different level of privilege for access (column 19 line 
66 - column 20 line 21), and the primary reference Moore (US 2001/0049672 A1) 
teaches editing a web page (Figs. 6-15 and H 62, 94); therefore the combined teaching 
discloses the limitation. Furthermore, the examiner would like to point out that the 
limitations "for editing the Web page", "for modifying a greater number of items of the 
Web page than the first privilege level" are intended uses and not positive limitations. It 
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is not clear if the devices perform the actions as described. See In re Schreiber, 44 
USPQ 2d 1429, and In re Collier, 158 USPQ 266. In conclusion, Moore modified with 
Alumbaugh teaches submitting login information as discussed in claim 1 below, and 
Immerman teaches different level of privilege for access; thus the combined teachings 
of Moore, Alumbaugh, and Immerman teaches the claimed limitation in claims 6, 13 and 
20. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

The specification sliall conclude witli one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claims 1-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claims 1, 8 and 15 recites the limitation "the Internet". There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claims 2-7, 9-14 and 16-21 are rejected for incorporating the errors of their 
respective base claims by dependency. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 

forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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6. Claims 1-5, 8-12 and 15-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Moore et al., US 2001/0049672 A1 in view of Alumbaugh et al., US 
6,442,592 B1. 

As to claims 1, 8 and 15, Moore teaches a method, a computer system, and a 
computer readable media of updating Web pages of an e-commerce storefront 
management user interface to enable efficient updating of the Web pages of the 
storefront, comprising (H 43): 

a) Accessing a Web page out of a plurality of Web pages of an e-commerce 
Web site (H 93); 

b) Submitting log in information to the Web site, wherein said log in information 
is for providing privileges sufficient to enable editing the Web site (H 62, 94); 

c) Invoking a web page editor having a graphic user interface for editing the 

Web page (1143, 45, 93, 96 and Figs. 6-15); 

d) Selecting an item on the Web page to modify (If 87-88 and Fig. 6); 

e) Editing the item on the Web page (Figs. 6-15); 

f) Submitting the edited item to the Web site (H 96-97 and Figs. 15-16); 

g) Receiving an updated version of the Web page to view and verify the edited 
item (H 93 and Fig. 16). 

Moore does not specifically teach the log in information is submitted over an 
Intranet link, and said intranet link is separate from the internet . However, Alumbaugh 
teach login information is submitted over an Intranet link, and the intranet link is 
separate from the internet (column 3 lines 32-62 and Fig. 1 ; the intranet link 
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corresponds to communication between message center 102 and workstations 112 
tlirougli LAN 114 within the Intranet 110, and the internet corresponds to 104 as shown 
in Fig. 1). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to allow the log in information in Moore's teaching to be submitted 
through an Intranet link as taught by Alumbaugh for better preventing unauthorized 
access. 

As to claims 2, 9 and 16, Moore teaches logging into the Web site with an 
authentication to obtain privileges for modifying Web pages of the Web site (H 94). 

As to claims 3, 10 and 17, Moore teaches receiving updated version of the Web 
page to view and verify the edit item as discussed above. Moore does not specifically 
teach logging out the Web site prior to receiving the updated version of the Web page. 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to allow Moore's teaching to 
include the feature of logging out the Web site prior to receiving the updated version of 
the Web page for reducing the conflict between the modification and updating of the 
web content. 

As to claims 4, 1 1 and 18, Moore teaches the steps the management user 
interface is implemented with a web browser (1| 45). 

As to claims 5, 12 and 19, Moore teaches viewing the updated version of the 
Web page using a web browser on a client machine to verify the appearance of the 
edited item, the appearance being the same as the appearance to a standard user 
accessing the updated version of the Web page (H 93). 
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7. Claims 6, 13 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Moore et al., US 2001/0049672 A1 in view of Alumbaugh et al., US 6,442,592 B1 , and 
in further view of Immerman et a!., U. S. Patent 6,785,721 B1 . 

As to claims 6, 13 and 20, Moore modified by Alumbaugh teaches submitting log 
in information to Web page as discussed above. Moore does not specifically teach 
submitting a first log in information to obtain a first privilege level for editing the Web 
page and submitting a second log in information to obtain a second privilege level for 
editing the Web page, wherein the second privilege level is higher than the first privilege 
level for modifying a greater number of items of the Web page than the first privilege 
level. However, this matter is taught by Immerman as an access control list that 
specifies the level of access users and servers, and the administrator can specify an 
access level, access level privileges for each user name and server name (column 19 
line 66 - column 20 line 21 ). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to allow the teaching of Moore modified by 
Alumbaugh to include multiple privilege levels of access for securely controlling the 
content of the Web page. 

8. Claims 7, 14 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Moore et al., US 2001/0049672 Al in view Alumbaugh et al., US 6,442,592 B1, and in 
further view of Dabney, US 6,643,663 81 . 

As to claims 7, 14 and 21 , Moore modified by Alumbaugh does not specifically 
teach generating workflow notification to request an approval of the updated version of 
the Web page, wherein the updated version of the Web page is not provided until the 
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approval is obtained. However, tliis matter is taught by Dabney receiving tlie new 
edited content for approval and receiving a notification for the content being approved 
before dissemination (column 5 lines 31-43 and column 15 lines 26-54). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
allow the teaching of Moore modified by Alumbaugh to include the feature of generating 
workflow notification to request an approval of the updated version of the Web page, 
wherein the updated version of the Web page is not provided until the approval is 
obtained as taught by Dabney for ensuring the quality of the edited content. 

Inquire 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Mary Cheung whose telephone number is (571 )-272- 
6705. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday from 10:00 AM to 
7:00 PM. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, James Trammell, can be reached on (571) 272-6712. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceedings 
is assigned are as follows: 

(571 ) 273-8300 (Official Communications; including After Final 

Communications labeled "BOX AF") 
(571 ) 273-6705 (Draft Communications) 

/Mary Cheung/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3694 
November 5, 2008 



